Dear Mr. Swindells, 5/3/92 

Thank 3 for your letter and its enclosures, v/liich did not include yours to Stokes. 

Do not bother sending it. His responds i3 enough. 

0 n your goal to get as menu book^/is you can, many will deceive and mislead you, 
those presenting theories as solutions. Most of what is represented a3 fact in some isn’t 
fact at all. Do? read critically. 

I believe you are correct in flaying there is no hard evidence that Oswald fined 
a shot. 

I ajpree with you on the history books and hear about them from young people U3ing 
them with the 3*me complaint. 

In your 2/l2 to The Economist, the doctors at the autopsy did see the h ad wounds. 

One is shown, rather two, on the chart. 

V/hat Stoke 3 did not toll you is that those of his committee's records that origi- 
nated in executive agencies are available? under FOIA and about 85,000 pages have been 
released. 

The committee's own records hold no smoking guns. Except pointing at it for the 
bad and dishonest job it did. 

/ 

Sorry I've no time for more. 

Sincerely, 


Harold V/eisberg 
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